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This paper presents an analysis of plural anaphora in Dependent Type Semantics (DTS). DTS is a proof-
theoretic compositional semantics for natural language, which has an expressive power based on dependent type
theory. One of the distinctive features of DTS is that it is augmented with underspecified terms so as to provide a
unified analysis of entailment, anaphora, and presupposition from an inferential /computational perspective. DTS
has provided analyses of so-called donkey anaphora and singular inter-sentential anaphora, and it serves as an
alternative to the well-studied model-theoretic frameworks of dynamic semantics. In this paper, we focus on plural
anaphora that involves dependent interpretations of pronouns, which is one of the challenging examples of discourse
anaphora. We show that the interaction of the anaphora resolution procedure and the analysis of quantificational
expressions in DTS leads to the intended dependent interpretations of pronouns.
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